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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by 
the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Watanabe (2002/0185913). 

Regarding claim 1, Watanabe (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021, 0062, 0068, 
0075; figs. 1-5) disclose a device for controlling braking of a vehicle, the vehicle having 
front and rear wheels, the device comprising: 

a braking system ((figs. 1 A&B) generating braking forces on the respective 
wheels (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021; figs. 1-5); 

at least one sensor 96 (fig. IB) monitoring an operational condition of the vehicle 
including a detector detecting an amount of a braking action by a driver of the vehicle 
(abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021; figs. 1-5); and 

a controller 92 (fig. IB) that is configured to execute an anti-skid control (ABS 
(sec. 0062) and that is configured to execute a braking force distribution control in which 
braking force on the front wheels is increased in comparison with braking force on the 
rear wheels (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021; figs. 1-5) when an operational 
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condition monitored by a sensor among the at least one sensor satisfies a predetermined 
condition, wherein: 

braking force on the front wheels during execution of the braking force 
distribution control is increased (abstract, see 0008, 0009, 0019-0021; figs. 1-5), and 
wherein a braking force increment on the front wheel is determined based upon an 
increment of the braking action by the driver detected by the detector (abstract, sec 0008, 
0009, 0019-0021; figs. 1-5); however, 

when execution of the antiskid control for either of the front wheels is started 
(sec. 0062, 0068, 0075; figs.4-5), during the braking distribution control, the braking 
force increment on the front wheels is decreased during the braking distribution control 
(sec. 0062, 0068, 0075; figs.4-5). 

Regarding claim 2, Watanabe (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021, 0062, 0068, 
0075; figs. 1-5) disclose the device of claim 1, characterized in that braking force on the 
rear wheels is increased when the anti-skid control is executed. 

Regarding claim 3, Watanabe (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021, 0062, 0068, 
0075; figs. 1-5) disclose the device of claim 1, characterized in that the braking force 
increment on the front wheel is decreased until the increment reaches to zero. 

Regarding claim 4, Watanabe (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021, 0062, 0068, 
0075; figs. 1-5) disclose the device of claim 1, characterized in that the decreasing of the 
braking force increment on the front wheel is interrupted if the anti-skid control is 
terminated but the increment does not reach to zero. 

Regarding claim 5, Watanabe (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021, 0062, 0068, 
0075; figs. 1-5) disclose the device of claim 1, wherein the braking system comprises a 
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hydraulic circuit connected with a master cylinder and braking force generating apparatus 
including wheel cylinders provided for the respective wheels; and the braking action is 
reflected in a pressure in the master cylinder, characterized in that the decreasing of the 
braking force increment is executed by decreasing braking pressures in the front wheel 
cylinders. 

Regarding claim 6, Watanabe (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021, 0062, 0068, 
0075; figs. 1-5) disclose the device of claim 2, wherein the hydraulic circuit comprises a 
hydraulic circuit connected with a master cylinder and braking force generating apparatus 
including wheel cylinders provided for the respective wheels; the braking action is 
reflected in a pressure in the master cylinder; and valves selectively allowing fluid 
communication between the master cylinder and the rear wheel cylinders, characterized 
in that the increasing of the rear wheel braking force is executed by opening the valves. 

Regarding claim 7, Watanabe (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021, 0062, 0068, 
0075; figs. 1-5) disclose the device of claim 5, wherein the hydraulic circuit comprises at 
least a common line supplying at least one of the front wheel cylinders and at least one of 
the rear wheel cylinders, and at least a pressure regulating valve in the common line 
regulating a pressure in the common line and selectively fluidly connecting the common 
line to master cylinder. 

Regarding claim 8, Watanabe (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021, 0062, 0068, 
0075; figs. 1-5) disclose the device of claim 7, wherein the hydraulic circuit is of cross 
dual circuit type (sec. 0021). 
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Regarding claim 9, Watanabe (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021, 0062, 0068, 
0075; figs. 1-5) disclose the device of claim 7, wherein the hydraulic circuit is of front- 
rear dual circuit type. 

Regarding claim 10, Watanabe (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021, 0062, 0068, 
0075; figs. 1-5) disclose the device of claim 7, wherein the hydraulic circuit comprises 
valves selectively allowing fluid communication between the common line and the rear 
wheel cylinders, characterized in that the increasing of the rear wheel braking force is 
executed by opening the valves. 

Regarding claim 11, Watanabe (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021, 0062, 0068, 
0075; figs. 1-5) disclose the device of claim 6, wherein the opening of the valves is 
executed intermittently. 

Regarding claim 12, Watanabe (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021, 0062, 0068, 
0075; figs. 1-5) disclose a device for controlling braking of a vehicle having front and 
rear wheels, comprising: 

a braking system (figs. 1 A&B) generating braking forces on the respective wheels 
(abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021; figs. 1-5); 

at least one sensor 19 (fig. IB) monitoring an operational condition of the vehicle 
including a detector detecting an amount of a braking action by a driver of the vehicle 
(abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021; figs. 1-5); and 

a controller 92 (fig. IB) that is configured to execute an anti-skid control (ABS 
(sec. 0062) and that is configured to execute a braking force distribution control in which 
braking force on the front wheels is increased in comparison with braking force on the 
rear wheels (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021; figs. 1-5) when an operational 
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condition monitored by a sensor among the at least one sensor satisfies a predetermined 
condition, wherein: 

braking force on the front wheels is increased (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019- 
0021; figs. 1-5) during execution of the braking force distribution control, but decreased 
during execution of the braking force distribution control when execution of the antiskid 
control for either of the front wheels is started during the braking force distribution 
control (0062, 0068, 0075; figs. 4-5). 

Regarding claim 13, Watanabe (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021, 0062, 0068, 
0075; figs. 1-5) disclose the device of claim 12, wherein a rate of decreasing the front 
wheel braking force when an operational condition monitored by a sensor among the at 
least one sensor satisfies a predetermined condition for terminating the braking force 
distribution control is faster than a rate of decreasing the front wheel braking force when 
anti-skid control for either of the wheels is executed. 

Regarding claim 14, Watanabe (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021, 0062, 0068, 
0075; figs. 1-5) disclose the device of claim 12, wherein the braking force on the front 
wheel is decreased until the braking force reaches to braking force requested by the 
braking action by the driver. 

Regarding claim 15, Watanabe (abstract, sec 0008, 0009, 0019-0021, 0062, 0068, 
0075; figs. 1-5) disclose the device of claim 12, wherein the increase of the braking force 
on the rear wheels is restricted during execution of the braking force distribution control 
but allowed when anti-skid control for either of the wheels is executed or when an 
operational condition monitored by a sensor among the at least one sensor satisfies a 
predetermined condition for terminating the braking force distribution control. 
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Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 3/28/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
all persuasive. 

The 1 12 rejections and the MPEP 2114/2115 rejections have been vacated in view 
of applicant's amendments. 

Applicant traverses the 102 rejections in view of Watanabe. The examiner 
disagrees. Applicant ignores all the sections cited in the prior art and further misinterprets 
the prior art. Applicant argues that the prior art fails to provide executing or starting an 
antiskid control during braking force distribution control. Applicant again admits that 
sec. 0075 determines if anti-skid is being performed. Applicant's arguments therefore 
appear to be contradictory. Applicant further argues that in the prior art braking force 
distribution is allowed on the one hand and on the other hand braking force distribution 
control is not allowed. The examiner does not understand the basis of the argument as 
"allowed or not allowed" is not claimed. However, the examiner notes that the cited 
sections above read on the claims. Applicant failed to address all the sections cited by the 
examiner in the rejection. 

Applicant further argues in an interview, the examiner indicated that step 33 and 
step 34 of the prior art as being executed at the same time. This is not correct because 
S33 is executed first before S 34 is executed. However, the argument is not on point 
since the claims do not call for step 33 and step 34 of the prior art. Further applicant does 
not provide a date of the interview or any record of the interview. 
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Applicant further argues that anti-skid control in the prior art is started before 
(and not during) the braking distribution control. The examiner disagrees and asks 
applicant to show where the prior art discloses that "anti-skid control in the prior art is 
started before (and not during) the braking distribution control", emphasis added. The 
examiner further notes that anti-skid control is also braking force distribution control. 
Applicant has not shown that they are different. 

It is believed that the prior art anticipates the claims. The rejection thus stands. 

Conclusion 

4. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Communication 
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5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RONNIE MANCHO whose telephone number is 
(571)272-6984. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs: 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tran Khoi can be reached on 571-272-6919. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Ronnie Mancho 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3664 

7/3/2008 
/Khoi H Tran/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3664 



